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From the Gospel Visitant. 


BXAMINATION OF MR, WORCESTER'S 
DISCOURSE, 
(Concluded from page 170.) 


On bis 26th page, the preacher, in endeavoring to 
show that the doctrine which he is at war with, is more 
pernicious than Deism, or Paganiem, says, “The pa- 
gan believes that his God, or Godse, will reward the 
good and punish the bad.” 

It is evident that the preacher here means that the 
Pagan believes inhis doctrine of endless punishment. 
Thus he conceives that the Pagans believe the funda- 
mental article of the gospel! Why should the preach- 
‘er disagree with the Pagans about non-essentials, as 
long as they agree in the fundamental article of reli- 
gion? The ancient Carthagenians used to offer men 
sacrifices to saturn, and in their supplications they put 
infants in the arms of his brazen image made hot for 
the purpose of consuming these victims of an offended 
God. Similar abominations were also practised by the 
nations burdering on Judea, and even among the Is- 
‘raelites, but never by the command of the God of A- 
braham, nor to his pleasure. How far an ingenious 
mind might trace the consistency of such sacrifices, with 
the preacher’s fundamental artic’e, we will not pretend 
to say, bunt we very well know that the Deity wership 
ped hy the believers of this article decrees that infants 
must burn in a much ho/ter place than Saturn’s imazr, 
to all eternily, to vindicate some. sacred property «1 
himeelf! 

It appears that this fundamental article of the preach 
er’s religion, is in some measure growing out of repute 
in his town, and the Paganism with which it seems tq 
be connected, not so highly regarded as formerly, for 
which, see the following lamentation, on his 28th 
page. ‘*My brethren, is it not most deeply to be de 
plored, that this corrupt and pernicious religiov has an 
establishment in this place; and is regarded with so 
little abhorrence, and so little concern? Is it not to 
be lamented, with the liveliest sensibilities, that so 
many of the unstable and the ignorant, the unwary 
and the young, are ensnared by its seductive allure- 
ments?” Here is expressed the true spirit of those 
who mourned the absence of their idol, spoken of by 
the prophet Ezekiel. See his viii. chapter, 13th and 
14th verses. *“‘He said also unto me, turn thou yet 
_ again, and thou shalt see greater abominations that 
they do. Then he brought me to the door of the gate 
_ of the Lord’s house which was toward the north; and 
behold, there sat women weeping for Tammuz.” This 
weeping and lamenting the absence of an heathen idol, 
was by no means pleasing to God, nor is it likely that 
the preacher’s lamentation for the lost. repute of a fun- 
damental article of his faith, founded upon and sup- 
ported by heathenish principles, is any more accepta- 
ble to that divine Being, who has said, and hasa righ! 
to say, **My glory I will not give to another, nor my 
praise to graven images.”’ 

After examining thus far, and Gnding so much in this 
sermon £0 very, repugnant to both reason and revela- 
- tion, one might suppose that all its errors, had been no 
ticed ; but this js not the case: nor is it conceiyed tha’ 
one half have beep pointed out.. However, it is be 
lieved, and that confidently, that enough has bee: 
done to convince any unprejudiced mind that the ger 
+ eral scope of the sermon is as contrary to the gospel of 


See yt ee eee 


the grace of God, as it is contradictory within itself.— 
As we have shetins we presume, to the preacher’s un- 
derstanding, tbat the use he made of his text is con- 
trary to its true sense, he, as wel as,our readers in 
general, have a right to ask what that reward. is, of 
which the text speaks, aod how and where the dili- 
gent seeker of God is to receive,it? The answer to 
these questions is as eaty as they.are important, Ist. 
What is the reward which we expect to obtain by 
seeking after any nameable thing? Answer, the thing 
itself. .2d.. When do we expect to have this reward? 
Answer, when we find that for which we-diligently 
seek. 3d. What are the seekers, noticed in the text, 
in search of? Answer, God. When will the diligent 
seeker of God be rewarded? Answer, when he finds 
God. .4th. How can God be found? Answer. by the 
Son’s revealing him. 5th. In what character is he re- 
vealed? Answer, in the character of a just God and 
a Saviour. 6th. Does not this reward imply eternal 
life? Yes, for to know God, and Jesus Christ, whom 
he has sent, is eternal life. 7th. When is this life eter- 
nal received and enjoyed? Answer, when this know- 
ledge is obtained. 

Had the preacher taken sucha course, as the fore- 
going, with his learning and good sense, especially if 
he could have felt the spirit of the subject, how charm. 
ingly must the truth have been communicated from his 
lips, how profitable must his sermon have been to the 
sheep of his charge! The abundance of scripture to 
support him would have beautified the discourse, and 
also have ecified bis hearers. How animatingly does 
the Psalmist speak on this subject in his 19th Psalm. 
Speakirg of the law of the Lord, under the similitude 
of the sun from whose warmth nothing is hid, he says, 
‘‘The law of the Lord is perfect, converting the sou) : 
the testimony of the Lord is sure, making wise the 
simple. The statutes of the Lord are right, rejoicing 
the heart ; the commandment of the Lord is pure, en- 
lightening the eyes. The fear of the Lord is clean, 
enduring forever; the judgments of the Lord are true 
More to be desired are they 
than gold, yea than much fine gold ; sweeter also than 
honey, and the honey-comb. Moreover, by them is thy 
servant warned ; and in keeping of them there is grea/ 
reward.” See again, Prov. xxiv. 13, 14. ‘*My son, 
eat thou honey, because it is good; and the honey- 
comb which is sweet to thy taste ; so shall the know!l- 
edge of wisdom be unto thy soul ; when thon hast found 
it, there shall be a reward, and thy expectation shall 
not be cut off.” In the parable of the lost sheep, what 
did the shepherd leave the ninety and nine, and go in- 
to the wilderness after? Answer, the sheep which was 
lost. What was his reward? Answer, the sheep re- 
turned safely to the fold. The Saviour says, the Son of 
Man came to seek and to save that which was lost. 
What ishisreward? ‘*Ask of me, and I shall give thee 
the heathen for thine inheritance, and the uttermost 
parts of the earth for thy possession.” 


and righteous altogether. 


SS 


| and eat with them. 


men? Where i is that kingdom “ot God Nebich § St. Paul 
says is not meat and drink; but righteousness and 
peace, and joy in the Holy Ghost? Let rejoicing an- 
gels give the answer. ‘Glory to Godin the highest, 
on earth peace and good will loward men.” The preach- 
er adds, “It is not in this world, but in that which is 
to come, that ‘God hath laid up for them that love 
him, what eye hatb not seen, nor ear heard, nor th; 
heart of man conceived.’ ’? That the preacher did 
great injustice to this text, may be fully seen by its 
connexion. See 1 Cor. ii. 7, 8, 9, 10, “But we speak 
the wisdom of God in a mystery, even the hidden wis- 
dom which God ordained before the world unto our 
glory: which none of the princes of this world knew : 
for had they known it, they would not have crucified 
the Lord of glory. But as it is written, eye hath not 
seep, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the 
heart of man, the things which God hath prepared fo; 
them that love him. But God hath revealed them 
unto us by his spirit.” This scripture is as opposite to 
the use the preacher made of it, as any two proposi- 
tions can be stated. He accuses those who endeavor 
to support the doctrine of Universal Salvation, on his 
25th page, of making use of “‘deception and false re pre- 
sentations.”» This verifies one important scripture 
which has been used in this trial to correct one of the 
preacher’s errors: ‘‘For wherein thou judgest another, 
thou condemnest thyself.” 

We cannot but regret having an oecasion to point 
out so many erroneous ideas in the preacher’s Sermon, 
nor can we express our sorrow that he should devote 
those abilities which are worthy of a better cause, ip 


God is mofe favorable to vice than to virtue in this 
world. Who will love virtue for the sake of i veing 
frowned upon by the providence of God? Or is the 
preacher so much deceived as to think that he loves 
God because he is afraid of eternal punishment? O 
deception, how many forms you wear! © bypocrisy, 
with how many false pretences do you profess reli- 
gion! 

To let the world know the illiberality of his heart, 
the preacher states on his 29th page, as follows: “And 
before this right hand be given to such communicn, 
may this right arm perish from its socket.’ {t was 
said of our blessed Saviour, that he received sinners, 
Are we worse than sinners? Or 
is the preacher better than Christ? Ne imprudently 
makes no reserve, even if he were convinced of the 
truth of the doctrine with which he is at variance now, 
yet the dreadful imprecation is on him, if he give his 
right hand to a communion where his own conscience 
would lead him! We feel disposed to say to such an 
one, “friend, do thyself no harm.” He must have 
said this inconsiderately ; we sincerely hope that he 
may speedily feel that his folly is forgiven. : 

Our readets are requested to pay a careful attention 
to the reasoning in the foregoing examination, &c.— 








The thing sought for is the reward of the seeker. How 


Comparing the scriptures with the dbierVetions: Jet 


unspeakably joyful is that soul made, who can say, “I jmothing of partiality govern in those researches after 


have found hit of whom Moses in the law, he | 
prophets did write.” Great, said the Saviour to his | 
disciples, i is your reward in heaven. The preacher uges | 
this passage on his 16th page thus; “Great is your re-_ 
ward.” Whére? Not on earth, bat “in heaten.”” Where i> 

t 


1s that heaven which is the kingdom which Christ de- 
clared to be at hand, when here on earth? Where is 


| that Kingdom of heaven which Christ told the scribes, | 





pharisees and hypocrites, that they shut up against! 


|true wisdom and knowledge, remembering the exhor- 
jfation of the Saviour: “Search the scriptures, for in 
‘them ye think ye have eternal life ; and they are they 
which testify of me.” i. B. 





Taxing the Clergy.—A late paper states. the oes 
del Infantado, the new minister in Spain, bus proposed 
to raise ways and means by rmpesing a tax of twent 
millions of reals on the clergy.—Phil, Reformer, 


persuading people to believe that the providence of 
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From the (New- York) Gospel Herald. 


Mr. Editor,—This evening while looking over some | 
numbers of your papers, my eye caught the following | 
expression in No, 20, Vol, vi. *“*We have no knowledge, 
and, consequently, no belief ofa separate state of con- 
sciousness, or unconsciousness, between death and the 
resurrection.’» Will you please, Mr. Editor, to inform | 
me of what you consider our Saviour’s meauing, when | . 
he said to the thief on the cross, ‘‘This day shalt thou | 
be with me in Paradise?’ Also, please to give an ex- 
position of the following passages of Scripture : 2 Cor. 
v. 6, 7, 8, *“*Therefore we are always confident, know- 
ing that, whilst we are at home in the body, we are 
absent from the Lord. (For we walk by faith, not by 
sight.) We are confident, I say, and willing rather to 
be absent from the body, anf to be present with the 
Lord.”” Also, Phil. i. 23, “For Lam in a strait 
betwixt two, having: a allie’ ‘to depart and be with 
Christ ; which is far better. Nevertheless 'to abide in 
the flesh, is more needful for you.” 


By giving your comments on the above scriptures, 
you may help an INQUIRER. 








ANSWER. 


In reply to our correspondent’s first query, relative 
to the thief on the cross, we remark, that we do not 
consider the passage quoted of sufficient authority, to 
predicate on that alone the doctrine of a separate slate; 
for the following reasons :— 

Fyst, Matthew’s relation of the crucifixion of Christ, 
chap. xxvii. 38—44, gives a different account of the 
matter; he declares that the thieves, (in the plural,) 
mocked Christ. 

Second, Mark’s relation, chap. xv. 27—32, confirms 
Matthew's statement. Mark asserts, that ‘‘they [the 
thieves] that were crucified with him, reviled him.” 

Third, John’s relation, chap. xix. 48, 32, is in har- 
meny with, and a further confirmation of Matthew and 
Mark’s accounts of the transactions. Luke, only, 
speaks of the repentant thief. 

Fourth, Luke was not an eyewiiness, but received 


‘his account of the matter from others. 


Fifth, those who were eyewilnesses, give a different 
account from Luke’s. 

Sixth, It is more consistent with sound judgment, 
and reason, to believe three men, who were present, 
and saw the events they relate, than to helieve one 
man, who received his information from others. 

Seventh, it is a fair presumption, and a necessary, 
and reasonable conclusion, that Luke never promul- 
gated any account of this transaction, which contra- 
dicts the accounts given by Matthew, Mark and John. 
How this happened, that is, how Luke’s gospel. was 


helped to this extra matter, we are unable to deter 
mine. 
The above reasons are sufficient to deter us from re- 


ceiving the testimovy adduced by our correspondent, 





as sufficient to prove any thing in favor of his hypo. 
thesis. 

The passages quoted by Inquirer, 2 Cor. v. 5, 6, 7, 
3; Phil. i. 23, 24, are in our estimation, the most con- 
elusive evidence against this hypothesis, the doctrine 
of2 separate, or intermediate state between death and 


the resurreciion. The doctrine of the resurrection of |. 


the body, is any thing but ascripture doctrine. It is 
“the resurrection of the dead,” not of the body, which 
is the theme of the inspired writer. ‘Ihe above pas- 
sages declare, in the most unequivocal language, the 
following fact:: When. Paul was in the body, or flesh, 
he was absent from the Lord. -When Paul is absent 


from the bedy, or flesh, he is “present with the 
Lord.” 
Paul also in the connexion, says, in relation to be 


ing with the Lord, that mortality shall be swallowed 
up of life. Where is the Lord, whom Paul asserted he 
should be present with, and have his mortality swal. 
lowed up of life, whem he should be absent from the 
body, or flesh? “He [the Lord] hath lead captivity 
captive; he hath ascended up on high.” Where 
bath the Lord ascended? Ans. “He sat down on the 
right hand of the Majesty on high, He hath appeared 


~ How do these sestinon las agree with this hy pothesty 
of a separate or intermediate state, which we hear so 
much of? Separate from what? Not from Christ ; for 
the party is in his presence immediately on being ab- 
sent from the body, or flesh. Not separate from God ; 
for Christ is seated at his right hand. Not separate 
from the power of Christ’s resurrection; for the party 
is raised, and ascends into the presence of the Majes- 
ty on high. Not separate from immortality; for this 
recipient’s mortality is swallowed up of life. Let my 
mortality be swallowed up of life—let me ascend on 
high, and appear iv the presence of God, and Christ, 
and I want no other resurrection. I shall then ‘‘be cloth- 


ed upon with our house which is from heaven’”—I shal! 


then appear in the heavenly image, with a spiritual 
body, incorruptible and glorious—I shall then dwell in 
the mansions of my Father’s house on high, and sing 
the triumphant song, **O death! where is thy sting? O 
srave! where is thy victory? Thanks be to God, 
who, hath given us the victory through our Lord Jesus 
Christ.” 








FOR THE MAGAZINE. 


“Money answereth all things.” 
Eccle. x. 19. 

And what makes it worthy of the highest considera- 
tion is the increase of its efficacy. In the eleveath 
century it was discovered by Urbaa II. that money 
could procure absolution from the foulest sins, so as to 
prevent the soul from enduring the pains of purgatory ; 
and the pope, who was Christ’s vicegerent on earth, 
had power to grant indulgences for money. I[n the 
sixteenth century this traffic, as managed by LeoX. was 
incalculably lucrative to the papal see, and would 
‘cover a multitude of sins,’ as completely as did chart/y 
in the time of St. Peter. In this, St. Peter’s succes- 
sors made a very useful improvement ; for as they and 
the clergy generally were entirely destitute of charity, 
it wasa very great as well as an indispensable im- 
provement to find a substitute. The rich, by this im- 
provement, could indulge in the worst of crimes with 
impunity, because indulgences could be sold cheap, 
-being in such extensive demand and scarcely any ex- 
pense to the Pope, who vended them. The following 


lis the form of an indulgence : **May our Lord Jesus 


Christ have mercy, upon thee, and absolve thee by his 
most holy passion. And J, by his authority, that of bis 
blessed apostles, Peter and Paul, aud of the most holy 
Pope, granted and committed to me in these parts, do 
absolve thee, first, from all ecclesiastical censures, ip 
whatever manver they have been incurred; then from 
ail thy sins, transgressions, and excesses, how enor- 
mous ssever they may be; even from such as ace re- 
served from the cognizance of the holy see, and as far 
as the keys of the holy church extend. I remit to you 
all punishment which you deserve in purgatory on their 
account: and I restore you tothe holy sacraments of 
the church, tothe unity of the faithful, and to that in- 
necence and purity which you possessed. at baptism: 
So that when you die, the gates of punishment shall 
be shut, and the gates of the paradise of delight shall 
be opened ; and if you shall not die at present, this 
grace shall remain in full force when you are at the 
point of death. Tn the name of the Father, the Son, 
and the Holy Ghost.’’* 

The first cost of such an instrument need not be ev- 
en one farthing,.and yet was of such immense avail.— 
Aypous? of such worth they were sold fora trifle ; 
but as every body wanted them the profits were ex- 
tensive. 

The preachers, who were employed to sell these se- 
curities against the pains of purgatory, were fervent iv 


their calls and invitations to the people, and certified |! 


them that, ‘“Tbis was the unspeakable g gift of God, in 
order to reconcile men to himself. That the cross 








in the presence of God, for us.” 


¢ * Buck’s Theological Dictionary, 


—_—_—_ 


erected by the preachers of indulgences was equally 





efficacious with the cross of Christ itself.» ‘Lo,’ said 
they, “the heavens are open: if you enter not now, 
when will you enter? For twelve pence you may re- 
deem the sou! of your father out of pargatory ; and are 
you so ungrateful that you will not rescue the soul of 
your parent from torment? If you had but one coat, 
you ought to strip yourself instantly, and sell it, in or- 
der to purchase such benefit,” &c.* This kind of lan« 
guage sounds familiarly. It is the genuine style of our 
present Missionary preachers. But money is far bet- 
ter now than it wasin the sixteenth century. Then it 
could only purchase an exemption from purgatory ; but 
now a few cents, thrown into a missionary box, will 
save a soul from hell, the dreadful state of the eter- 
nally miserable! What a discovery this! No won- 
der our pious young men are engaged in obtaining 
money for missionary pnrposes. With what zeal must 
they burn; what holy raptures must they feel when 
pursuading men, women and children to part witha 
few cents for the eternal salvation of immortal souls! 
Who can wonder that they upbraid us with hard heart- 
edness, when we witbhold that which alone can ren- 
der the Saviour of the least use to poor sinners ! 

It was stated by the preachers of iudulgences, that 
“The souls confined in purgatory, for whose redemp- 
tion indulgences are purchased, as soon as the money 
tinkles in the chest, instantly escape from that place 
of torment, and ascend into heaven.”+ May we not 
suppose, that now, when the money tinkles in the 
missionary box, the devil’s gripe is loosened from the 
souls of the idolaters in heathen lands? 

If, because money could save souls from purgatory, 
in days of old, the preachers were zealous in obtaining 
it, how much more earnestly ought our missionary 
preachers to strive to obtain it now, when it has been 
discovered that it can save from endless torments 
which are worse than the pains of purgatory. If 
preachers, who believe this doctrine are not faithful, 
they must be abominable ; and if people, who believe 


it, will not give, they must be stupid. H. B. 
* Buck's Theological Dictionary. t Ibid. 








The Witch of Endor. 


The following is from the posthumous Work of the late 
Dr. Osgood of Medford. After examining and con- 
Suting the hypotheses of former Commentators, with 
regard lo the raising of Samuel by the Witch of En- 
dor, the Dr. adds: 

I therefore ask your attention to the history itself, 
that we may see whether, upon a critital examination, 
it states any facts or circumstances which may not 
easily and naturally be resolved into the arts and man- 
agement of imposture. Saul’s application was to ‘‘a 
woman that hatha familiar spirit... The Hebrew 
words, literally rendered, are “the mistress,” or ‘she 
that hath power of the bottle, or belly.” Impostors of 
this description were so called on account of their bo- 
dies being swollen or distended, as they feigned, by a 
divine energy or spirit possessing them at the time 
when they uttered their oracles. By the Greeks they 
were called veptriloquists, persons who spoke in, or by 
the belly. Accordingly, Josephus thus explains the 
order of Saul: “That they should seek out for him one 
‘of those women that could speak out of their bellies, 
and call forth the souls of the dead’; that by this- 
‘means he might know if his affairs should succeed.— 
‘For this sort’ of belly-speakers can bring up-the souls- 
of the dead, and by their help can foretel futurities.””’ 
The meaning of Joseptius is, that these are the things: 
to which they pretended, and they supported such’ 
pretences by so altering the natural tone of their voice,- 
that though they really spake themselves, they could: 
impose on those who consu!tedthem, and make them: 
believe that their answers weré received from the 
spirit that had been conjured up. This they confirmed 








by so managing their veice,, as to-cause itto be beard 


























in any direction or from whatever quarter they pleas- 
ad; “either above them or below them, or on either 
side of them; down a chimney, or through a wall, as 
should best suit their imposture, and most effectually 
deceive those who applied tothem.” This art of ven- 
triloquism, instances of which have occurred in mod- 
ern times, was probably the main ground on which 
the witches and wizards of old founded their claim to 
a power of conversing with demous and with the spir- 
its of the dead, and of learning from them the know- 
ledge of future events. 

In his better days, Saul had cleared the land of 
these impostors, by putting the law of God in execu- 
tion against them. But as he bad never acted froma 
principle of sincere respect to Jehovah, and in many in- 
stances had wilfully and most presumptuously offended 
him,—he seems at last to have filled up the measure 
of his iniquities, by falling himself into those vile prac- 
tices which be had so severely punished in others. For 
years past he had been far from having a sound mind ; 
and, at this juncture, his panic at the sight of the Phil- 
istine army, had nearly deprived him of the small re- 
mains of reason. He appears, however, not to have 
been so lost, as to be unconscious of the disgrace he 
might bring upon himself, if it should be publicly known 
that he had applied to a sorceress. He therefore ob- 
served as much secresy as possible on the occasion ; 
and having disguised himself, went by night, and with 
only two attendants. Her residence was probably at 
no great distance from the camp. How he disposed of 
his two servante at the door of her dwelling, we are not 
told ; but there is no hint or intimation that they were 
witnesses to what passed between him and her, or be- 
tween him and the pretended Samuel. A present in 
the first instance probably introduced him and bis busi- 
ness, and rendered her propitious to his wishes. His re- 
quest is, ‘Divine unto me by the familiar spirit, and 
bring me him up whom I shall name unto thee.’’ In 
so saying, Saul implicitly acknowledges all the su- 
pernatural powers and prerogatives to which any witch 
or wizard ever pretended. ‘Bring me bim up whom 
I shal! name unto thee,’ wherever he may be, wheth-4 
er in heaven or in hell, above or under the earth, or in 
any of the regions of space; they must all go and 
come at thy command, and give forth their oracles to 
those, who, through thee, consult them. This is the 
obvious import of his request. 

But could the king of Israel, after having been train- 
ed up in the knowledge of the true religion, be so sense- 
less, as to believe that the spirits of just men made 
perfect, the souls of prophets and saints, after entering 
into the heavenly resf, should be subject to the con- 
trol of conjurors ; and forced by the impious arts of 
sorcery and enchantment, against their wills, to make 
a mysterious midnight appearance, and give forth 
moonshine oracles to wicked men, forsaken of God 
and given over to the consequences of their own im- 
pieties and follies? Is it ot yet more astonishing, that 
any christian divines should have believed this, and put 
such aconstruction upon this passage of sacred history ? 

Extraordinary and prodigious as were Saul’s expec- 
tations from the woman, she makes no objections to 
them as things beyond the reach of herart. She im- 
plicitly admits her ability to satisfy his inquiries. The 
only preliminary question to be settled between them, 
concerns ber own personal safety ; and she makes this 
cautious reply: “Behold, thou knowest what Saul 
hath done, how he lath cut off those that have famil- 
iar spirits, and the wizards, out of the land : wherefore. 
then, layest thou a snare for my life, to cause me t: 
die?” By the living Ged, Saul swears, that po pun 
ishment should befall her in consequence of her com 
pliance. This difficulty being removed, she applic 
herself to her business, and desires him to name th 
dead person whom he wished to consult. On his me: 
tioning Samuel, she seems to have withdrawn son: 
little distance from him, probably into a subterraneot 
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ifin an agony, loudly exclaiming, ‘‘Why hast thou de- 
ceived me? for thou art Saul.” From these words it is 
evident that her pretended fright is occasioned, not by 
a vision of the real Samuel, er any other unexpected 
apparition ; but by the information received from her 
ghost, that the person now consulting her, was the 
king himself, who had put to death so many of her 
profession. The truth is, that, from the beginning, 
she well knew Saul, notwithstanding the disguise 


which he had assumed. As he wasa head taller than | 


any other man in Israel, he was always known at first 
sight, even by those who had never seen-him before. 
This woman must also have known him from the pro- 
mise of impunity which he had given her; as none but 
her sovereign could have made such a promise. Her 
object, therefore, in the management now stated, was 
to excite his admiration of her art, and procure credit 
to what was to follow, by making Saul first believe, 
that, in a way supernatural, she had discovered who 
he was. In this she succeeded. Saul was satisfied 
that some ghost had betrayed him to her, and given 
her the information of his person ; and, desiring her not 
to be frighted, as he would be faithful tohis oath just 
pledged, he wishes toknow what apparition had spok- 
en to her, or “‘what she had seen.” Her answer is, ‘I 
saw gods ascending out ofthe earth.”? This is preeise- 
ly in the style of pagan witches, whose pretended 
power was chiefly exercised over the infernal deities, 
and in bringivg forth the ghosts from the lowest sepul- 
chres. By this time Saul’s imagination is filled with 
\the idea of Samuel's appearance ; and though the 
woman spoke of a plurality, he understands her as 
meaning one principal personage, accompanied, per- 
haps, with his usual attendants; he therefore asks, 
**What forin is he of??? She answers, “An old man 
cometh up ; and he is covered with a mantle.” As this 
description exactly suited the well known habit of the 
Prophet, Saul, from this account of the witch, without 
any other evidence (for it is not once intimated that he 
saw the apparition with his own eyes), ‘‘perceived that 
it was Samuel ;” that is, this was the conclusion, or 
the belief which took place in his mind. Under this 
persuasion, he instantly prostrated himself en the ground 
before the pretended phantom. 

At this stage of the process, the woman disappears in 
her own person ; and through the remainder of the 
scene, by her art of ventriloquism, supports the charac- 
ter of Samue!, whom she had made Sau! to believe to 
be now present, come up out of the ground. But 
before she could venture to make her ghost utter ora- 
cles, it was neccessary to draw out of Saul the object 
of his inquiry. Accordingly she puts this interrogatory 
into the mouth ofher pretended Samuel]: ‘Why hast 
thou disquieted me, to bring meup?’” Are not these 
words precisely in the style of pagan witchcraft? Do 
they not explicitly recognise its powers to evoke the 
dead ? Had the true Samuel been present, sent by 
God, as so many learned commentators have taught ; 
would he have thus attributed his coming to Saul, or 
to the witch at Saul’s instigation? Would he have 
‘hus complained of the disturbance given him, or of the 
force put upon his inclinations? For the words, ‘‘dis- 
quieted me,” in the original Hebrew, signify, *“*moved 
and disturbed by violence,” and are similar to the 
hoast of the Thesealonian witch in Lucan’s Pharsalia, 
that she could in actws inviles prebere deos.—“‘constrain 
the unwilling gods.» Would the true Samuel, sent by 
God, have appeared ignorant of the purpose of his 
nission, and humbly asked of Saul, why he had been 
sent for? On the contrary, would he nothave opened 
ipon the delinquent with a sharp rebuke of his re- 

ourse to a witch, and at once thundered im his ears 
| he impending judgments of Heaven? But the artful 
* voman assumes no more of the character of Samuel, 
“an might be consistent with the reputation of her 
rofession ; and suffers not a word to escape him tend- 


| ng to its disparagement—no rebuke upon herself, nor 





osil, from which, in a:short time, she gives a shriek, a» { ‘pon Saul for applying to her. 





The pretended Samuel having put Saul upon stating 
his case, it is thus described~ “I am sore distressed, 
for the Philistines make war against me, and God ie 
departed from me, and answereth me no more, neither 
by prophets, nor by dreams; therefore I have called 
thee, that thou mayest make known unto me what I 
shall do.”” This information was amply sufficient to 
serve as a Clue in directing the woman what response 
should be given by her feigned Samuel. Nothing 
could be more obvious and natural, than this reply : 
‘“‘Wherefore, then, dost thou ask of me, seeing the 
Lord is departed from thee, and is become thine ene- 
my?” What follows in the two next verses, is but a 
repetition of the things which all Israel knew Samuel 
had long since said to Saul: *“*And the Lord hath done 
to thee, as be spake by me; for the Lord hath rent 
the kingdom out of thine hand, and given it to thy 
neighbor, even to David: because thou obeyedst not 
the voice of the Lord, nor executedst his fierce wrath 
upon Amalek, therefore the Lord hath done this thing 
wnto thee this day.’ The witch knew that she was 
upon safe ground, while she thus confined ‘her ghost to 
the very words before spoken by the Prophet. 

The remainder of the reponse has, indeed, the air of 
prophecy ; but was, in fact, conjecture founded upon 
the highest probabWity. She knew that David, with 
his brave band of heroes, by whose aid Saul’s former 
victories had been generally obtained, was now in the 
camp of the Philistines ;—that their army, in other re- 
spects, was more numerous and powerful than it had 
ever been before; while that of the Israelites was dis- 
heartened and in a state of dismay, partaking in the 
terrors of their king and commander. From these cir- 
cumstances, she was led toconclude that the time was 
at hand when God would fulfil to David his promise of 
giving him the kingdom. In order to his accession to 
it, the death of Saul and his sons seemed necessary.— 
She bad heard Saul confessing that God had forsaken 





destruction were inevitable. These considerations 
might inspire her with the confidence to make her pre- 
; tended Samuel add, ‘‘Moreover, the Lord will also de- 
liver Israel, with thee, into the hand of the Philistines ; 
and to-morrow shalt thou and thy sons be with me.” 
Undoubtedly the death of him and his sons was the 
more willingly foretold, on account of his former per- 
secution of the witches. The Hebrew word rendered, 
lo-morrew, is indefinite and ambiguous ; as it may 
mean the next day, or some future time. It is else- 
where rendered, “‘in time to come.”? Had Saul sur- 
| vived the approaching battle, this latitude with re- 
spect to the predicted time of his death, would have 
admitted of an interpretation consistent with the truth 
of the oracle. 
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FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


Some account of a Love Feast, 
lately held iw Charlestown. 


The writer of this, a short time since, was on a visit, 
with his wife, at the house of a friend, in Charlestown. 
The Rev. Mr. Scott, the minister of the Methodist So- 
ciety, called at the same house, and being a stranger 
to my wife, was introducedtu her. After sitting a few 
moments he observed to us, I understand- you wish-to 
go to our love-feast this evening: to which we an- 
swered that we sbould,.if he had no objections. He 
then informed us, that he must ask us a few questions, 
before he could give ustickets. As if he thought me 
to be some careless, irreligious fellow, he inquired if I 
was seriously minded, and whether I was seeking reli- 
gien. I answered him, that I was no more so at that 
‘particular time, than 1 was generally: At which he 
informed me, that he did not know, then, as-he could 
let me goin. ‘Furning to my wife, he inquired if she 
was seriously minded, and had experienced religion, 
| She teld him, she thought she had. He wished t> 








him. In this case, she well knew that his defeat and 
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know when: to which she answered for about twelve 
years (the time which had elapsed since’ by prayerful 
reading of the scriptures, she had been induced to 
embrace the doctrine of Universal Salvation.) He 
then inquired of her, myself being present all the 
time, if she would go to the love-feast without mé, ~ 
And on her answering no, he wished her to tell him if 
she would not go fo hearen without me rather than to 
go to Hell with me—to which she also replied in the 
negative, adding that she did not believe in any sucli 
Hell as he believed in, nor in any such separation. — 
Well, said he, it will not be best for us to enter into 
any discourse about doctrines, and so he left the room. 


After a little time, however, he returned and inform 


ed us that he and his brethren had concluded to admit 


“us to the feast, and accordingly we went in. 


We observed a number of ministers present on the 
The meeting was well begun, and contin- 
‘ued very wel), with a few exceptions, until Mr. Blake 
spake, who at present is the Methodist minister in 
He at first was calm ; butin a short time, 
when he came to speak of those who embrace the 
~ doctrine of the salvation of all mankind, he began to 
‘ave, and jump up and stamp on the floor, and raise 
his voice, till be got it to its loudest tone ; clapping 
his hands in the mean time with great violence, and 
appearing more like one insane than any thing else. — 
Without, 
‘which was uncommon for this season of the year, the 


eccasion. 


‘Cambridge. 


All was horror and confusion for some time. 


thunder, peal after peal was heard; the vivid light- 
ning was alternately lighting up the whole hemis 
phere and then leaving us in the deepest darkness. — 


The house was dimly lighted, and the female part of 
the congregation almost breathless, occupied their time 
All these things 


in looking wildly at one another. 
Seemed to increase the zcal of the speaker. Heat 
length proceeded to such au extreme, that some of his 
brethren spoke to him, and I should think cautioned 
him; for he immediately began again, saying, ‘I 
don’t care whose feelings | hurt—tbey may use my 
name as much as they please.» He continually vocit- 
erated, hell and damnation! and used the name o 
God in vain as much as any man I everheard. People 
would be noted for their profanity, if they should be in 
the habit out of the pulpit, of using such language as 
Mr. Biake did. 

Shortly after Mr. Bracket, of Charlestown, rose, 
who, like Mr. Blake, soon became vehement against 
those who believe in universal reconciliation to God. 
He raved and foamed, stamped and scolded until he 
raised his voice so loud, we could scarcely understand 
half he said. His bitterness seemed principally di- 
rected against tre Berean Society in Charlestown. 

This is submitted to the Editors of the Magazine, 
who can make such remarks as they think proper. 

J.R. 


REMARKS. 


It may not be amiss just to point the reader to the 
aliempt of the Rev. Mr. S. to separate man and wife. 
This is not an uncommon practice among the clergy 
I heard of a clergyman, who has since, however, bee. 
obliged to leave his people, that maintained it was hi- 
duty to separate every man and wife in his parish, i: 
the cause of religion, i. e. of his creed, required it. | 
also know a lady in Cambridge port, who was invited by 
some of the Baptists to attend a conference meeting. 
and particularly requested not to inform her husbanc 
she was going. Such proceedings should be direct]; 
discountenanced by every lover of peace and order.— 
There surely is no necessity for any such practice anc 

» the damage that may be done by it is incalculable. 

The apostle directs companions to love ove anothe: 
even as Christ loved the Church. Such proceeding: 
as we are noticing are directly calculated to counter- 

Every wise and 


virtuous woman would be indignant at any attempt te 
Passing by the evil 


separate her from ber husband. 


consequences of tbe practice, it is downright impu- 
dence in any one to urge a woman to go to lecture 
against her husband’s wishes, if he be a prudent man, 
and much more to attempt to make her willing to go 
to Heaven without him. Do ministers believe that 
Christ will be willing his Church should go to hell ?— 
Why then do they wish to separate those who are re- 
quired to love one another as he loved the church ?— 
The zeal of the clergy to build up their peculiar senti- 
ments is so great, that they would do it upon the ruin 
of families, and the prostration of the holiest affec- 
tions. 

Another thing which merits condemnation is the bit- 
terness which was manifested at this love-feast against 
the Universalists. The design of love-feasts in primi 
tive ages was to cultivate love and fellowship among 
the christians ; but in this case the design seems to be 
very different. The Methodists have laid claim to no 
small degree of sanctity in consequence of observing 
these feasts; but what shall we think now we have 
learned their employment in them? Is it possible that 
men can be exercised with love, when they traduce 
the characters of their fellow christians, and in doing 
it, fall into such a passion, that one half of what they 
say cannot be understood ? Is a man exercised either 
with a love of himself or his neighbor when he says, 
‘*] care not whose feelings I hurt,’ ‘‘They may use 
my name as much as they please” ? 

We see also the manner in which the Methodists 
make converts to their sentiments. It is not by ad- 
dressing the reason of their hearers; it is not by saying, 
“Why even of yourselves judge ye not what is right.” 
But it is by throwing the mind into an uproar by pros- 
trating reason at the feet of passion ; in a word, by de- 
priving the mind of the power of judging through fear 
of endless torment. Was this the way the apostles 
made converts? No. On that memorable day of Pen- 
tecost, when three thousand were joived to the church, 
it was not by the preaching of hell torment that all 
his was effected, but by a calm address to the reason 
of the people, “And this is the only kind of conversion 
that is ever worth the having: it will be lasting and 
beneficial. 

Our Methodist brethren will not, we hope, think 
that we are possessed of any ill will towards them.— 
We wish to cultivate the spirit of charity between 
ihem and ourselves ; but that the best way to doit is to 
pass over such things as the above in silence, we have 
yet to learn. RicnhARDs, 





Conclusive Arguments 
' In favor of the Salvation of all Men. 


With respect to the salvation of man, one of the 
three following positions must be taken by every consis- 
tent logician; for we cannot think of a fourth that 
wonld be likely to be taken by any one. 

1. God would save all men, but could not; or 2. He 
could save all men, but tcould not; or 3. He can save 
all men, and will save all men. 

If we adopt the first hypothesis, and say he would 
eave all, but could not, we rob him of one of his most 
rlorious attributes, viz. Power ; for this position sup- 
poses a lack of power, as the only reason why his will 
is potaccomplished. If we adopt the second hypothe- 
sis, and say he could save all, but would not, we rob 
him of another attribute equally glorious and more en- 
dearing than power, viz. Goodness, or a benevolent 
disposition towards mankind ; for this position supposes 
a lack of gooodness or benevolence in God towards his 
creatures, as the only reason why they are not saved. 
But if we adopt the third hypothesis, and say he can 
save all, and will save all, we allow his power to be om- 
nipotent, his goodness to be unbounded, his wisdom to 
be omniscient, and every other amiable, glorious and 
perfect attribute to be possessed by him in infinite ful- 
ness and perfection. And so by reversion, if we allow 








that Deity is possessed of every perfection, I see no| 


way of avoiding the conclusion that he both can and 
will, save all mankind with an everlasting salvation 
through Jesus Christ our Lord. Evan. Res. 








INSTALLATION. 


On Wednesday, the 12th instant, Br. Taomas G. 
Farysworth was Installed as Pastor of the First Uni- 
versalist Society in Haverhill. The Reading of the 
Scriptures, by Br. S, Streeter; The Introductory Pray- 
er was offered by Br. Wm. Bell of Salem, N.H; the 
Sermon, by Br. H. Ballou, 2d. of Roxbury ; the !n- 
stalling Prayer, by Br. S. Streeter; the Right Hand of 
Fellowship, by Br. T. Whittemore of Cambridgeport ; 





the Delivery of the Seriptures and Charge, by Br. S. 
Streeter ; the Address to the Society, by Br. I’. Whit- 
temore ; the Concluding Prayer, by Br. H. Ballou, 2d. 
the Benediction by Br. T. G. Farnsworth. 

These services were listened to with deep attention 
by an assembly respectable for numbers and attention. 
The Singing was performed in a style which did credit 
to the choir. 

Our friends will be gratified to learn that the Socie- 
ty appears in a prosperous condition. May_the bles- 
sing of the. Lord rest upon it; and may our brethren 
long realize the pious exclamation of the Psalmist, 
‘‘How amiable are thy tabernacles, O Lord God of 
Hosts !”” 

On the evening of the Installation, Br. S, Streeter 
delivered a Lecture to a well-filled house. 
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SYMPATHY. 


It is a pure stream that swells the tide of sympathy, 
it is an excellent heart that interests itself in the feel- 
ings of others—it is a heaven like disposition that en- 
gages the affections asd extorts a sympathetic tear for 
the misfortunes of a friend.— Mankind are ever subject 
to ills, infirmities and disappointments. Every breast, 
at some particular period, experiences sorrow and dis- 
tress. Pains and perplexities are the long lived 
plagues of buman existence, but sympathy is the balm 
that heals these wounds. If a person who has lost a 
precious friend, can find another who will feelingly 
participate in his misfortunes, he is nigh compensated 
for his loss—and delightful is the task toa feeling 
mind of softening the pillow of the sick, amusing the 
unhappy, and aileviating the tortures of the afflicted. 

F New Harmony, (Ind.) Gazelle. 








MARRIED IN THIS CITY, 


By Rev. H. Ballou, Mr. Ezra Ames of Charlestown, 
to Miss Jerusha Hobart of Boston. 

By Rev. Mr. Wisner, Mr. Warren Bowles to Miss 
Elizabeth B. Hunt, daughter of Dea. Elisha Hunt. 

By Rev. Mr. Dean, Mr. Joseph Virto to Mrs. Sophia 
S. Spear. 

In Roxbury, by Rev. H. Ballou, 2d. Mr. Jesse Jor- 
dan to Miss Ann B. Mirick, both of Roxbury. 

In Hingham, by Rev. B. Whittemore, Mr. Fdward 
Jacobs of Scituate, to Miss Adeline Whiting of Hing- 
bam. In Hanover, Mr. Joseph Cole of liingham, te 
Mrs. Patience D. Arnold of Hanover. 





DIED IN THIS CITY, 


Mr. Christopher Rowland, aged 73. Mary Ann 
Winchester, only daughter of Mr, Samuel lana, 1! 
months. Mrs. Sarah 1s. wife of Nir. Samuel Couey, 
formerly of Augusta, Me. ’ 

In Milton, Capt. Amasa Fuller. 

In Newton, Widow Abigail flagg, 85. 

At Sea, 3ist ult: Dr. Henry Little, son of the late 
Dr. M. Little, of Salem, aged 22. z 

la Russia, the celebrated General Rostopscin. He 
was Governor of Moscow, when captured by. the 
French; and it was under his direction that fire was 
set to that great city, to prevent the’ Freuch invaders 
from finding quarters therein. 


